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Message 


All members of the Florida Bar are 
urged to read the information in the 
February Journal carefully, which re- 
lates to nominations for vacancies on 
the Supreme Court of Florida upon the 
adoption of the proposed Constitutional 
Amendment. The form of ballot, and 
instruction letter have been mailed to 
all lawyers. The Board of Governors 
has devoted much time and thought to 
this work, in an unselfish desire to 
serve the Bar and the public, and to 
make the balloting as effortless as 
possible for the individual. Please re- 
member that officers of the Florida 
Bar and Board of Governors are not 
eligible for nomination. Mail your bal- 
lot in promptly, so that the results may 
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be canvassed and the final phases of 
the program completed. 

The canvass of the ballots for Presi- 
dent-Elect will be made in Tallahassee 
on March 7th, and the results announc- 
ed promptly. 

You will be interested to know that 
the Admiralty Rules Committee, under 
the able chairmanship of Harold B. 
Wahl, has completed its work, and the 
Federal Judges in Florida have adopt- 
ed the new rules proposed by the Com- 
mittee, to become effective April 1, 
1952. The rules will be published in 
this issue of the Journal. 

Please give careful consideration to 
the Law Students’ Summer Placement 
Program, reported in this issue of the 
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Journal. It is the result of a great deal 
of planning and work, and is designed 
not only to assist the law student, but 
to be a real service to the practicing 
lawyers. Presidents of all local and cir- 
cuit bar associations are requested to 
make the appointments immediately of 
the Survey Committees. Individual law- 
yers and firms, willing to participate, 
should fill out the tear sheet as prompt- 
ly as possible, and deliver to the Local 
Committee. Our response to this pro- 
gram will demonstrate our appreciation 
for the splendid cooperation so unfail- 
ingly and cheerfully rendered at all 
times to the Florida Bar by the faculty 
of the University of Florida College of 
Law, as well as to extend in a measure 
a welcome to the law students who 
will shortly be members of the Bar. By 
this program, Florida will again set 
the pace by being the first State Bar 
Association in the United States to 
undertake such a project upon a state 
wide basis. 


An unusually fine legal institute is 
planned by our Legal Institutes Com- 
mittee, under the chairmanship of 
Baya M. Harrison, Jr., to be held in 
Gainesville, on March 21st and 22nd. 
Full details are carried elsewhere in 
this Journal. Every lawyer who can ar- 
range to attend, will find the program 
interesting and valuable. 

Plans for the 1952 Convention are 
taking final form. The Roney-Plaza Ho- 
tel is the headquarters hotel. Delightful 
entertainment is planned, and interest- 
ing and instructive business programs. 
Hon. Howard L. Barkdull, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, President of the American Bar 
Association, and the members of the 
Supreme Court of Florida have accept- 
ed our invitation, and will be our guests 
at the Convention. Several speakers of 
international renown are being con- 
tacted, and all in all, a splendid pro- 
gram is anticipated. Arrange to attend 
your convention, and combine it with 
a pleasant vacation in the Miami area. 

Faithfully yours, 
JOHN M. ALLISON, 
President. 


NEW PROFESSORS 
NAMED AT FLORIDA 


Two new interim assistant profes- 
sors of law have been added to the fac- 
ulty at the University of Florida. They 
are Armand J. Brissette, Jr., and Ton- 
quin Eben LaGrone. 


Brissette was born in Worcester 
County, Mass., August 26, 1908. B.A. 
1930, M.A. 1932, graduate fellow in 
economics 1933-34, Clark University, 
Worcester, Mass.; LL.B. 1942, Ford- 
ham University. Member of Florida 
and New York Bars. Member Lambda 
Chi Alpha and Gamma Eta Gamma. 
Assistant to the Executive Vice-Presi- 
dent, National Association of Manu- 
facturers, New York City and Wash- 
ington, D. C. 1936-42, 1946-47; United 
States Army, SHAEF, G-5 Section, in 
Europe, 1942-45; private practice and 
economic consulting in New York City, 
1947-48; tax analyst for Research In- 
stitute of America, Boston, Mass., and 
public relations director of Citizens’ 
Plan “E” Association and United Na- 
tions Appeal for Children, Worcester, 
Mass., 1948-52. 


LaGrone was born in Edgefield Coun- 
ty, S. C., November 11, 1891. Attended 
Clemson College, S. C.; LL.B. 1915, 
University of South Carolina; LL.B. 
1916, Georgetown University. Private 
practice in Greenville, S. C., except for 
service in World War I, 1916-24; priv- 
ate practice in Titusville, Fla., 1924- 
27; private practice in Leesburg, Fla., 
1927-28; private practice in Walhalla, 
S. C., 1928-30; Assistant to the Presi- 
dent, Chickasaw Thread Company, 
Shelby, N. C., 1930-34; Vice-President 
and Sales Manager of Glenn Thread 
Company, Lincolnton, N. C., 1934-38; 
Assistant to the President, University 
of South Carolina 1939-42; Executive 
Secretary of Salvage for South Caro- 
lina, 1942-43; produce business 1948- 
45; import business in Florida, 1945- 
51; Special Assistant to Attorney Gen- | 
eral of Florida, 1951-52. 
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THE SUMMER PLACEMENT PROGRAM IN THE 
LEGAL PROFESSION 


By GEORGE JOHN MILLER AND RICHARD B. STEPHENS 
of the University of Florida 


For an entire state bar as such to 
undertake a program of placing law 
students with its members during the 
summer, primarily for purpose of train- 
ing, is something new under the sun. 
Like most new things, however, it is 
based on an ancient premise and is 
rooted in the custom of many centuries 
of legal education. The premise is the 
conviction that the attorney and coun- 
selor at law in embryo needs in his 
stage of early growth not only broad 
theoretical background interspersed 
with detailed case analysis—for judges 
build the law in cases just as surely as 
legislators build it in statutes, and per- 
haps more effectively—but also first- 
hand instruction in the mechanics of 
daily application of the principles learn- 
ed and an exposure to “the feel of the 
practice”. The courtroom and the office 
sound overtones that the library and 
the classroom fail to chord. 

Indeed, even while Oxford and Cam- 
bridge were studiously pursuing the 
Platonic and Aristotelian approach to 
law, and other great centers of learning 
on the Continent were spading in the 
civil law compiled in the Institutes and 
Digest under the leadership of Tri- 
bonian in the reign of Justinian, the 
English apprentices were learning writ 
pleading and making rough yet keen 
and amusing notes on trials before the 
justices in eyre—reports that today are 
coming into their own as the justly 
famed Selden Society and others are 
making the manuscripts of the Year 
Books accessible to the modern lawyer. 
Long before Sir William Blackstone in- 
stituted lectures on English law, as the 
first Vinerian Professor at Oxford in 
the middle eighteenth century, the four 
great Inns of Court, with their ranks 
of inner barrister, utter barrister, 
bencher, and reader, were imposing 
upon their young hopefuls the tough 
discipline and high technique essential 


GEORGE JOHN MILLER, A.B. 1930, University of 
Florida; Rhodes Scholar 1930; B.A. in Jurisprudence 
1932, Winner of Boulter Exhibition in Law, Oxford 
University, England; doctor en derecho 1933, Uni- 
versity of Madrid, Spain; graduate student 1933- 
1934, Oxford University; LL.M. 1935, University 
Research Fellow, Columbia University; Associate 
Messrs. Davis Polk Wardwell Sunderland & Kiendl, 
New York City, 1935-1942, 1947-1948; Professor of 
Law, University of Florida, and Faculty Advisor, 
University of Florida Law Review, since 1948; Ad- 
visor to Florida Bar Committees on Judicial Ad- 
ministration and on Publication; Member of Ameri- 
can Bar Association Committee on Improvement of 
Administrative Procedures; Member of New York 
Bar and Bar of Supreme Court of the United States. 
RICHARD B. STEPHENS, A.B. 1939, University of 
Rochester; LL.B. 1942, University of Michigan; As- 
sociate, Messrs. Covington and Burling, Washing- 
ton, D. C., 1943-45, 1946-49, summers 1950 and 1951; 
Member of Legal Division, Office of Military Gov- 
ernment for Germany, 1945-46; Associate Professor 
of Law, University of Florida; Advisor to Florida 
Bar Committee on Taxation; Member of Illinois 
and District of Columbia Bars. 


to travelers along the rocky, winding 
trails of the common law. 

To quote that profound legal scholar 
and discerning historian, Frederic Wil- 
liam Maitland, describing the early 
lawyer in Britain:1 


“No, the clergy were not the only 
learned men in England, the only 
cultivated men, the only men of 
ideas. Vigorous intellectual effort 
was to be found outside the mon- 
asteries and the universities. These 
lawyers are worldly men, not men 
of the sterile caste; they marry 
and found families, some of which 
become as noble as any in the land; 
but they are in their way learned, 
cultivated men, linguists, logicians, 
tenacious disputants, true lovers of 
the nice case and the moot-point. 
They are gregarious, clubable men, 
grouping themselves in hospices, 
which become schools of law, multi- 
plying manuscripts, arguing, learn- 
ing and teaching, the great medi- 
ators between life and logic, a rea- 
soning, reasonable element in the 
English nation.” 


The admirable ancestor of Serjeant 


1. Introduction to the Year Books of Edward II 
(1307-1309), 17 SetpeEN Soc’y Ixxx (1903). 
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Buzzfuzz was building a profession. 
The law student concentrated on 

neither theory alone nor on practice 

alone, but on both, under men that, like 


Sir Edward Coke and Sir Francis Ba- 


con, were great teachers as well as 
skilled practitioners. The tradition has 
remained, and has even crossed the At- 
lantic. In the Province of Ontario, for 
example, each budding barrister-at-law 
must complete the course at Osgoode 
Hall, the official law school, which of- 
fers a four-year curriculum including a 
full year as a student-at-law articled 
to practitioners.* 

In the United States, at least in re- 
cent years, law schools have exhibited 
an awareness of the need for present- 
ing something in addition to principles, 
case analysis, and effective use of legal 
. source material. To trusts and estates, 
fiduciary administration, insurance, 
and taxation is coupled estate planning; 
to pleading, procedure, and evidence 
are added appellate moots and practice 
court, with drafting of pleadings as 
well as trial in court. Legal bibliography 
finds fruition in specialized and ap- 
plied legal research on problems sub- 
mitted by the bench and bar; constitu- 
tional and administrative law are test- 
ed in legislative drafting; the older 
corporation and partnership courses be- 
come a study of business organizations, 
with emphasis on practical choice in 
adapting the staunch vessels of the law 
to the myriad cargoes of differing busi- 
ness enterprises. Legal analysis and 
writing take concrete shape in the ardu- 
ous task of publishing a law review, 
and in the process furnish impetus to 
the briefing required in appellate 
moots. The vague general terms and 
bland cliches of legal jargon are scru- 
tinized and debated in the piercing 
spotlight of legal philosophy. And last, 
but by no means least, office practice 
presents in summary fashion the head- 


2. See Wright, Should the Profession Control Legal 
Education?, 3 J. Lecan Epuc. 1, 28 (1950). The 
author, now Dean of the University of Toronto 
Law School and formerly Dean of Osgoode Hail, 
points out the dangers of too much clerkship at 
the expense of theory, but readily concedes that 
both types of training are essential. 


aches and cures that respectively beset 
and are available to the new practition- 
er in the mundane office life of a group 
no longer composed of moneyed indi- 
viduals seeking intellectual renown, 
while legal ethics, including a survey of 
the legal profession, keeps to the fore- 
front, the vital importance, not only to 
the lay community but also to the bar 
itself, of making one’s living as an at- 
torney in accordance with the noble 
traditions of a truly great profession 
—a calling that could, failing constant 
vigilance, rapidly lose public respect 
and fade into oblivion or perhaps even 
be branded as a leech on society. 


With this reawakening in American 
law schools has come a revival of the 
intense interest that the practitioners 
of old displayed in the recruits to their 
ranks. Not the least of the encouraging 
signs is the fact that the younger at- 
torneys too are sharing this interest. 
Perhaps the reason is that, with the 
rigors of law school fresh in their 
minds, they realize that the school can- 
not afford to slight the training that 
no law office even professes to supply, 
and that to add to the curriculum all 
those things acquired in the first years 
of the practice would involve expand- 
ing the law school schedule to five or 
six years. Summer placement of law 
students bridges, not fully but at least 
partially, this inescapable gap. The 
fateful transfer from boot-camp to 
shipboard, from drill-field to the firing 
line, becomes a bit less terrifying. 


Probably a summer placement pro- 
gram could not be expected to succeed 
if the benefit ran all one way—to the 
student alone. Fortunately, experience 
shows that the program will benefit 
the practitioner as well. The bar should 
not be oversold; and in some specialized 
types of practice, such as in the patent 
or tax fields, it may not always be pos- 
sible to bring a “summer boarder” up 
to the point of actual productivity with- 
in the three short months available. 
And of course highly confidential mat- 
ters or causes of extreme delicacy and 
great complexity are, and should ac- 


FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


101 


cordingly be kept, beyond his grasp. 

In most instances, however, the prac- 
titioner should be able to set aside 
some basic problems that a student’s 
initial law school training will enable 
him to handle under proper guidance. 
This has been the experience of sev- 
eral firms in Florida and of such firms 
elsewhere as Messrs. Davis Polk Ward- 
well Sunderland & Kiendl of New York 
City and Messrs. Covington and Burling 
of Washington, conscious for decades 
of the attorney’s obligation to the law, 
which is a profession rather than a 
mere livelihood. Such tasks, boring to 
the experienced practitioner but fasci- 
nating on the first few attempts, as 
making drafts of simple instruments, 
organizing the case files of lengthy 
proceedings, preparing memoranda of 
law and briefing cases, gathering fact- 
ual data of possible evidentiary value, 
taking papers over to the courthouse 
to be filed, and serving as a very junior 
assistant in litigation all constitute 
work that must be done and that a 
law student can do with a little adept 
steering. What he lacks in experience 
he supplies in enthusiasm and determi- 
nation. The law office neophyte is the 
original “eager beaver”, at least until 
the novelty wears off. 


Again, the summer association is a 
valuable proving ground for permanent 
employment following graduation. A 
student’s record, including not only 
grades but also scope and depth of par- 
ticipation in extra-curricular law school 
activities, is a fairly accurate baro- 
meter of his capacity for the practice. 
Nevertheless there is always the indi- 
vidual that shows up definitely well 
above or well below his record; and the 
personal equation is ever best measured 
at first hand, and in a real setting. 


The Secret Life of Walter Mitty dis- 
closes, in James Thurber’s genial hu- 
mor, a glimmering of still another 
benefit offered by summer training. 
Just as every man fondly imagines that 
he can ride a tough horse, sail a boat 
or even a ship—or captivate a woman, 
for that matter—if he will but put his 


mind to it, so the practitioner is secret- 
ly confident that he is innately a great 
classroom teacher and lacks only the 
willingness to adopt a teacher’s scale 
of living. A few practitioners are; but 
some of us that have made the experi- 
ment (the latter one, that is) are not 
quite so sure of ourselves now. To each 
of these important branches of the pro- 
fession, the practising and the teach- 
ing, distance lends an enchanting sim- 
plicity that experience at close grips 
dispels. But in any event, here is an 
opportunity to have a try at teaching 
as the traditional practitioner likes to 
do it—by informal lectures to small 
“classes”, and by a series of object- 
lessons. We venture to predict, on the 
basis of personal experience, that the 
experiment will have a chastening ef- 
fect, but that it will prove both stimu- 
lating and enjoyable to both “teacher” 
and “pupil”. The bubbling enthusiasm 
and implicit trust in an old master that 
the young blunderer-at-law displays in 
the office can hardly fail to stir up 
both a chuckle and an awful sense of 
responsibility. 


Still another notable benefit is the 
opportunity to instill at the very best 
time a true appreciation of the legal 
profession and its canons of ethics. Ev- 
ery teacher that has tried, and tried, 
to hammer home this feeling has felt 
the frustration of the book-and-lecture 
approach—precisely because ethics and 
professional pride are a feeling, and a 
deep one, rather than a mere technique. 
To take one example, only when face 
to face with the temptation to talk 
about a client’s private affairs, not 
maliciously but just to satisfy the hu- 
man urge to demonstrate that one 
knows something the other fellow 
doesn’t, will one realize clearly the 
high trust reposed in the attorney. The 
earlier this canon, and the others, are 
learned, the better. In this respect the 
seasoned practitioner has a unique op- 
portunity to achieve something truly 
important in the way of professional 
training of these rushees. 


Finally, a program of summer on- 
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the-job training cannot fail to promote 
fuller understanding, greater mutual 
respect and confidence, and more ef- 
fective teamwork among judges, prac- 
titioners, law teachers, and law stu- 
dents in arriving at our common goal 
of holding our profession at a high 
level and steadily improving its service 
to laymen. If the trainee learns that 
law is not all glamor, but mostly heavy 
slogging and long hours of hard and at 
times discouraging drudgery, and that 
the real compensation of the practice 
of the law runs deep, he will have ac- 
quired much. Furthermore the law stu- 
dent, who can invariably conjure up the 
most amazing questions and who has 
a positive genius for sopping up iso- 
lated data, is one of the best conductors 
of miscellaneous suggestions, some of 
which are excellent. Back from his 
practical summer training, he will etch 
new lines on the staid classroom face. 
The practitioner can more closely gauge 
what the law school is doing, and the 
school in turn can form a far better 
estimate of how its curriculum and 
teaching methods are working. We law 
professors do try, you know, and we 
do attempt to check the practical ef- 
fects of our efforts; but the laboratory 
data available to us are far from what 
we need. 

The “summer boarder”, even at a 
small salary of about half the amount 
paid a law graduate, has proven him- 


self a definite asset in many cities here 
and in other states. But this. metro- 
politan confinement is unnecessary. In 
this project the lone general practition- 
er in the small town can furnish train- 
ing and reap benefits at least as val- 
uable as those provided and obtained 
by large firms. We predict that the 
practitioner that tries the program 
once will rarely abandon it. 

In closing this short sketch, we wish 
to extend the sincere thanks of our col- 
leagues on the three Florida law facul- 
ties for the finest cooperation and ‘sup- 
port rendered to law schools by bench 
and bar in the entire United States. 
The Florida Bar may not be ancient or 
wealthy, but it certainly gives heavily 
of effort, time, and close personal at- 
tention. You have responded far beyond 
all reasonable expectations, not only as 
donors of awards and books for the li- 
brary, but also as contributors of sug- 
gestions for teaching and of articles 
for publication in our law reviews, as 
trial moot judges and appellate moot 
justices, as visiting lecturers, and as 
hosts at institutes, conventions and 
other functions—and always at your 
own expense. If perchance we appear, 
as did Oliver Twist, to be back asking 
for more, we at least request it in the 
name of our mutual profession. And 
you may well find, to your surprise, 
that the “summer boarder” is actually 
of more worth than he is bother. 


LAW STUDENTS’ SUMMER PLACEMENT 
PROGRAM 


The beginning of an integrated state-wide program for 
practical training of law students 


By L. WILLIAM GRAHAM of the Gainesville Bar 


Have you ever heard the expression, 
“T wish my law college had spent more 
time teaching me HOW TO PRACTICE 
LAW!”’? If you are a practicing lawyer, 
undoubtedly you too voiced this same 
sentiment many times during those try- 
ing months after graduation when you 
first found that you did not know the 


L, WILLIAM GRAHAM, born Gainesville, Florida, 
September 17, 1917. Graduated Gainesville High 
School 1935; BSBA 1939, LL.B. 1947, University of 
Florida. Served in United States Infantry and Air 
Force from March 1941 to February 1946. Engaged 
in practice of law in Gainesville, 1947; member of 
Messrs. Lazonby, Dell, Graham, & Mills; Vice- 
President, Florida Junior Bar Section, 1951; Chair- 
man of Summer Placement Committee under Com- 
mittee en Legal Education since Octeber 1951. 


most rudimentary chores of the court 


° 
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house or law office—situations that the 
office secretaries took care of as a 
matter of daily routine. It is this train- 
ing need that the Summer Placement 
Program seeks in a small measure to 
fill. 

This program is not a new approach 
to the problem of bridging the gap be- 
tween the theoretical and the practical 
training of future lawyers. In fact, for 
several years considerable local effort 
has been made not only by Florida’s 
several law colleges, in the form of in- 
struction in practice court, appellate 
moots, law review, legal research and 
preparation of memoranda of law, of- 
fice practice, and the drafting of legal 
instruments of various types, but also 
by law firms, some of which have been 
customarily offering summer employ- 
ment to students, with a view to furn- 
ishing training in the practical me- 
chanics of practicing law so that future 
lawyers would enter upon their careers 
better prepared and with greater con- 
fidence. The program presented here 
is actually a statewide extension of this 
local effort; and we seek the coopera- 
tion of the entire Florida Bar to the 
end that ultimately practical on-the-job 
training can be made available to all 
qualified law students enrolled in the 
several Florida colleges of law. 

The plan for state-wide application 
of on-the-job training of law students 
was formulated during 1949-50 by the 
John Marshall Bar Association of the 
University of Florida, in cooperation 
with the office of Secretary of Labor 
of the University Student Government, 
and. was presented to the Junior Bar 
at the 1951 Florida Bar annual con- 
vention as a possible project. The 
Junior Bar adopted the project; and, 
with the blessings of the convention, 
President Allison appointed a sub-com- 
mittee, under the Florida Bar Standing 
Committee on Legal Education and Ad- 
mission to the Bar, to study and de- 
velop the ideas presented in the student 
plan and to recommend a trial program 
for launching in the summer of 1952. 

The detailed mechanics to effectuate 
the program were drafted during last 


fall, and resulted in a tentative plan 
that was presented on a trial run to 
the Hillsborough Bar in December and 
January by a local Survey Committee 
headed by Donn Gregory, past presi- 
dent of the Florida Junior Bar, in order 
to obtain an indication as to how law- 
yers might react to the program. Be- 
cause of the time factor, only a limited 
number of firms could be contacted; 
however, the results were most encour- 
aging. Out of 35 firms approached by 
the Survey Committee, 18 gave un- 
qualified support (four of which had 
been previously following a policy of 
summer employment), and seven others 
indicated possible cooperation, subject 
to such contingencies as availability of 
space. 


In addition, the survey brought forth 
several valuable suggestions from the 
lawyers contacted; and these were in- 
corporated in the draft of the plan pre- 
sented in a report to the Florida Bar 
Board of Governors at its January 
meeting in Jacksonville. The Board un- 
animously went on record as approving 
the ideas contained in the plan, and 
urges the full cooperation and partici- 
pation of the members of the Bar to 
the end that the program can be initi- 
ated this summer and can eventually 
be rendered available, with the coop- 
eration of the several colleges of law, 
to all qualified Florida law students. 


The program as presented to and 
approved by the Board of Governors 
contemplates summer on-the-job train- 
ing employment of qualified law stu- 
dents for from two to three months 
within the period June 10 to September 
15 of each year. Each applicant should 
have completed, as of the date of em- 
ployment, at least two semesters of 
work in a Florida college of law. Law 
firms throughout the state will be 
given an opportunity to participate in 
effectuating the program by agreeing: 


(1) to review applications of quali- 
fied law students; 
(2) to interview those students 


whose applications are found ac- 
ceptable; and 
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(3) to make their experience and 
law offices available to such stu- 
dents as may be employed. 

The mechanics of putting this pro- 
gram into action, as outlined below, 
were predicated on the following pre- 
mises: that the members of the Florida 
Bar would give the program full sup- 
port to the end that students would 
find employment opportunities in their 
home-towns, regardless of Florida law 
school attended; that no compensation 
of law student trainees is contemplated 


(this matter being purely one of indi- 


vidual firm prerogative) ; and that there 
should be as little “red tape” as possible 
consistent with bringing participating 
firms and qualified student applicants 
together for interviews on a selective 
basis without overburdening the inter- 
viewing lawyers of participating firms. 

The plan adopted and submitted to 
you, with a sincere request for imple- 
mentation by you, is as follows: 

1. Promptly upon receipt of this is- 
sue of Florida Law Journal, and pur- 
suant to the request of President Alli- 
son contained in his Message in this 
March Issue, the president of each of 
the numerous local bar associations is 
to appoint a Survey Committee in the 
respective locality to secure participa- 
tion in the program by local firms and 
individuals, and is to report his desig- 
nations to L. William Graham, Chair- 
man of Florida Bar Summer Placement 
Committee, Box 123, Gainesville, Flor- 
ida, by March 15. NOTE: A “tear- 
out” sheet is included at the end of 
this article for use by firms willing to 
participate, this sheet to be mailed to 
the secretary of their local bar asso- 
ciation or to such other person as their 
local bar president may designate. 

2. Each local Survey Committee is to 
contact firm members in its area in 
order to encourage participation, and 
is to report the results of the survey to 
the Florida Bar Placement Committee 
at the above address by April 5. 

3. A Screening Committee for each 
college of law desiring to participate is 
to-be appointed by the dean, and is to 
set up rules and requirements for, and 


secure submission of applicants of, all 
law students desiring training. The 
Placement Committee is to be notified 
as to the Screening Committee mem- 
bers by March 31. 

4. The Florida Bar Placement Com- 
mittee is to make available to the 
Screening Committee in each law school 
a list of participating firms by April 
11. 

5. Each Screening Committee is then 
to screen applications and to submit, by 
April 19, copies of approved applica- 
tions to appropriate participating firms 
for review. 

6. Participating firms are to review 
the applications submitted and to notify 
the respective Screening Committees by 
April 30 as to interview dates for ap- 
plicants acceptable for interview, such 
date to come between May 1 and May 
11. NOTE: This year, because time 
is short and in order to avoid conflicts 
with examination schedules, it is de- 
sirable to schedule and complete inter- 
views of applicants between May 1 and 
May 11. Next year the time schedule 
will be set up with an earlier starting 
date, thereby providing wider time 
limits and yet permitting completion 
of the schedule by early May. 

7. Participating firms are to notify 
successful applicants of their employ- 
ment as soon as possible after com- 
pletion of the interviews. 

8. Upon termination of a student’s 
employment, each Screening Committee 
invites informal evaluation of the pro- 
gram, as well as of the showing of its 
individual students in training, to the 
extent that the participating firm may 
deem appropriate. 

While it will be the continuing re- 
sponsibility of the Florida Bar, through 
its Committee on Legal Education, to 
guide this program, the success or fail- 
ure of the entire plan is peculiarly a 
local matter; that is, only the prompt 
response of each member of the Florida 
Bar, and particularly the active contact 
work of each local Survey Committee in 
achieving full participation by all firms 
who can possibly make available their 
experience and office space, will insure 
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the success of this program. The ques- 
tion is, WILL YOU MEMBERS OF 
THE FLORIDA BAR MEET THE 
CHALLENGE? If your response is 
given in the spirit displayed by the 
members of the Hillsborough Bar, there 
should be a position for every law stu- 
dent desiring and financially able to 
undertake summer training—probably 
in almost every locality in Florida. 
The law students are enthusiastic, 
and have pointed the way; the Board 
of Governors has provided the method; 
it is now squarely up to you members 
of the local bar associations. If you 
respond by giving your full coopera- 
tion, and participate actively in this 
program, its success is assured. 


(TEAR-OUT) 
SUMMER PLACEMENT PROGRAM 
TO: SECRETARY, 


Bar Association, (address) 


The firm of 
, address = 
, will 
participate in summer on-the-job train- 
ing of (insert number) _ law stu- 
dents approved by the firm. 


By 


Missing Heirs, Legatees 


or Owners 


Attorneys seldom have time or facilities 
to search for missing or unknown heira, 
legatees, owners of property, and missing 
links in chains of title. 


Our international organization, estab- 
lished more than thirty-seven years, spe- 
cializes in such investigations, as well as 
searches for missing owners of dormant 
bank accounts, terminated trusts, real es- 
tate, and leaseholds. 


Our business is conducted upon a con- 
tingent basis; and we cooperate with at- 
torneys under ethical standards, without 
expense to the forwarder. Inquiries are 
solicited. 


W. C. COX & COMPANY 


Chicago 4, Ill. 


208 South LaSalle St. 


SUCCESS 


Success as a lawyer is made 
more rapid and more certain by 
the selection of the proper work- 
ing tools. They help win cases. 


It has been our pleasure and 
privilege to supply the Bench 
and Bar of Florida with the best 
in lawbooks since the founding 
of this Company in 1882. We 
especially recommend the fol- 
lowing publications to help you 
win more cases. . . more easily: 


@ American Jurisprudence 
® American Law Reports 


@ American Law Reports, 
2d Series 


Permanent A.L.R. Digest 
Remington on Bankruptcy 


Couch: Cyclopedia of 
Insurance Law 


U. S. Supreme Court 
Digest, Annotated 


U. S. Supreme Court 
Reports, L. ed. 


We shall be happy to supply further 
information about any of these pub- 
lications upon request, without obli- 
gation to you. 


The Lawyers Co-operative 
Publishing Company 
Rochester 14, New York 
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WE INVITE YOUR 
CONSIDERATION FOR 
INVESTMENTS FOR 
YOUR CLIENTS 


Individual Accounts 
Joint Accounts 
Trust Accounts 
Corporation 


INVESTMENTS INSURED 
by 


FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOANS INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


TALLAHASSEE FEDERAL 
Savings and Loan Association 


115 East Park Avenue Tallahassee, Florida 
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ADMIRALTY RULES REVISED 


The United States Supreme Court 
-some time ago asked the lower Federal 
Courts to appoint local committees of 
admiralty practitioners to go into the 
question of the necessity for revision 
or change in the Supreme Court Ad- 
miralty Rules. United States Chief Dis- 
triet Judge John W. Holland at Miami 
named David W. Dyer, Robert I. Casey 
and Walter B. Humkey as such a com- 
mittee at Miami; Judge Wm. J. Barker 
at Tampa named Hervey Yancey, Bur- 
ton G. Henson and Ralph C. Dell; and 
Judge Bryan Simpson at Jacksonville 
named Reuben Ragland, Chester Bedell 
and Harold B. Wahl. 


One of the results of the appoint- 
ment of these local admiralty commit- 
tees was the immediately suggestion 
that the local Admiralty Rules in Flor- 
ida needed a thorough overhauling and 
revision. Thereupon, John M. Allison, 
President of the Florida Bar, with the 
concurrence of the Board of Governors, 
named these same men with Harold B. 
Wahl of Jacksonville as chairman, and 
William A. Gillen of Tampa as advisor, 
as the Committee on Admiralty Rules 
of the Florida Bar. 


Upon appointment of the Florida Bar 
Committee, the United States District 
Judges sitting in the Florida Southern 
District asked the committee to pro- 
pose the necessary revision and amend- 
ment of the local rules governing ad- 
miralty practice for the Southern Dis- 
trict of Florida. Judge DeVane of the 
Northern District indicated that he 
would adopt for the Northern District 
the same rules which were approved 
for the Southern District. 


United States District Judge Bryan 
Simpson at Jacksonville was requested 
by the other members of the court to 
work with the Committee in the re- 
vision of the rules. He devoted a great 
deal of time to the matter and largely 
handled the direct contacts of the court 
with the Committee. 


After many months of work and con- 
ferences the Committee submitted to 


the District Judges proposed revised 
and amended rules. By order entered 
by Judges Holland, Barker, Whitehurst 
and Simpson these rules have been 
adopted to become effective on April 1, 
1952. Judge Dozier A. DeVane an- 
nounced the same rules will become ef- 
fective for the Northern District, April 
1, 1952. 

The Law Journal publishes in this 
issue the order of the court adopting 
the rules, and the revised rules, to- 
gether with the Committee’s notes after 
each rule annotating the same. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT 
OF THE UNITED STATES 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DIS- 
TRICT OF FLORIDA. 
IN RE: 
REVISED ADMIRALTY RULES. 
ORDER 


It is hereby CONSIDERED, ORDER- 
ED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that 
the rules of this Court numbered and 
designated as Revised Admiralty Rules 
numbered from 1 to 34, inclusive, which 
are attached to and made a part of this 
order be, and they are hereby, adopted 
and promulgated as the Admiralty 
Rules of the District Court of the Unit- 
ed States in and for the Southern Dis- 
trict of Florida, effective on the 1st day 
of April, 1952. 


It is further CONSIDERED, OR- 
DERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED 
that these rules shall govern all pro- 
ceedings in suits in admiralty brought 
after they take effect and also all fur- 
ther proceedings in suits in admiralty 
then pending, except to the extent that 
in the opinion of the Court their ap- 
plication in a particular suit pending 
when the rules take effect would not 
be feasible or would work injustice in 
which event the procedure specified 
under the former Admiralty Rules for 
the Southern District of Florida shall 
apply. 

It is further CONSIDERED, OR- 
DERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED 
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that except to the extent specified here- 
in as to suits then pending on the ef- 
fective date hereof, the existing Ad- 
miralty Rules of this Court not hereby 
adopted be and the same shall become 
void and of no effect on and after the 
said lst day of April, 1952. 
DONE AND ORDERED this 31st 
day of January, 1952. 
JOHN W. HOLLAND, 
Chief Judge, 
United States District Court, 
Southern District of Florida. 
WILLIAM J. BARKER, 
United States District Judge, 
Southern District of Florida. 
BRYAN SIMPSON, 
United States District Judge, 
Southern District of Florida. 
GEORGE W. WHITEHURST, 
United States District Judge, 
Northern and Southern Dis- 
tricts of Florida. 


REVISED ADMIRALTY RULES 
EFFECTIVE APRIL 1ST, 1952 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
(Together with explantory notes 
of the drafting committee) 


I. PROCESS AND RETURN 
OF SAME 
Rule 1—Process 


All process shall be issued by the 

clerk without order therefor, except in 
suits prosecuted in forma pauperis, (as 
provided in Rule 31), and except in 
seamen’s wage cases. 
Committee Note: This rule does away 
with the necessity of obtaining an order 
for process from the district judge in 
in rem proceedings (Benedict, Vol. 2, p. 
834) and is in line with other District 
Court Rules, i.e., Southern and Eastern 
Districts of New York and Southern 
District of Texas. For an alternative 
method of summary proceedings on 
seamen’s wage claims see 46 U.S.C.A. 
603. The rule likewise eliminates form- 
er Rule 10. 


Rule 2—Return of Process* 
Unless otherwise ordered by the 
court all process from this court, in 


admiralty, shall be returnable twenty 
days after service of the process. 

Committee Note: The rule follows Ad- 
miralty Rule 6 of the Northern District 
of Florida to clearly define the return 
day of process by the marshal except it 
provides for the return day to date 
from service of process rather than 
from issuance of process. The printed 
form of monition in use by the clerk 
of this court will be changed in accord- 
ance with this rule. The time for plead- _ 
ing is set forth in Rule 10. 


* Revised Form of Process appears at the 
end of the Rules. 


II. PUBLICATION 
Rule 3—Publication 


Any publication required shall be 
made in any newspaper of general cir- 
culation within the county in which the 
seizure was made. 


Notice of the arrest of property in 
suits in rem other than in behalf of the 
United States shall be published once, 
unless the court by special order directs 
other or further publication. Publica- 
tion hereunder, unless otherwise order- 
ed, shall be within one week after the 
date of attachment of any property. 
The public notice need contain only the 
title of the suit, the nature of the cause 
of action, the amount demanded, the 
time and place of the return of the 
monition and the names of the marshal 
and proctor, and shall direct that all 
persons interested shall appear or that 
default and condemnation will be 
ordered. 


Committee Note: There was no exist- 
ing Southern District rule with refer- 
ence to publication. The above sub- 
stantially follows Admiralty Rule 4 of 
the Northern District of New York. 
Since under Rule 2 the return date 
dates from the service of process, the 
time of the return of the monition 
should, of course, be 20 days from the 
date of the attachment or service of 
process. 


Rule 4—Notice of Sale, Publication of. 
Notice of sale of property in suits in 
rem, except in suits on behalf of the 
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United States where other notice is 
prescribed by statute, shall be publish- 
ed at least twice, the first publication 
to be at least one week prior to the date 


of sale, and the second publication to be’ 


at least three days prior to date of sale, 
unless otherwise ordered by the court. 
Committee Note: There was no exist- 
ing Southern District rule covering the 
above. It substantially follows Admiral- 
ty Rule 7 of the Western District of 
New York. 


II. STIPULATIONS 
Rule 5—Security and Costs 

No libel, petition, appearance, claim 
or answer shall be filed or third party 
permitted to intervene or claim, except 
on the part of the United States or on 
the special order of the court, or when 
otherwise provided by law, unless the 
party offering the same shall first file 
a stipulation for costs on condition that 
the principal shall pay all costs award- 
ed against him, it or them by this court 
and in case of appeal by any appellate 
court, such stipulation to be with at 
least one surety resident in the South- 
ern District of Florida and in the sum 
of $250.00 in cases in rem, or where 
process of attachment is to be issued 
and $100.00 in cases in personam. 
Where a single cause is proceeding both 
in rem and in personam the stipulation 
for costs shall be in the sum of $250.00. 
Any incorporated surety company au- 
thorized to do business in this district 
may be accepted as such surety. In 
place of the stipulation for costs with 
surety a party may deposit the neces- 
sary amount in the registry of the 
court. 
Committee Note: There has been con- 
siderable doubt in the past whether 
under the former rule a respondent or 
claimant was required to file stipula- 
tion for costs. Changes have been made 
in former Rule 3 to clarify the con- 
fusion. The revised rule substantially 
follows Admiralty Rule 7 of the North- 
ern District of New York. See Supreme 
Court Admiralty Rule 24. 


Combined Stipulations 
In cases where a stipulation for value 


is given, the claimant or respondent 
may, at his option, increase the amount 
of such stipulation as fixed by the 
court, or by agreement, by the amount 
of the appropriate stipulation for costs, 
in which event no separate stipulation 
for costs shall be required. 

Committee Note: There was no pro- 
vision in the Southern District rules, 
although by custom this was usually 
done. The above follows Admiralty Rule 
7 of the Northern District of New 
York. 

Seamen’s Suits, ete. 

Seamen suing for wages in their own 
right and for their own benefit for 
services on board a vessel, salvors in 
possession of the property libeled and 
petitioners for money in the registry 
of the court, shall not be required to 
give security in the first instance. The 
court, however, may, on motion, order 
the usual stipulation to be given. 
Committee Note: This is substantially 
the same as former Rule 3(b). 

Rule 6—Stipulations, Form of 

Except in cases instituted by the 
United States by information or libel 
of information upon seizures for any 
breach of the revenue, navigation or 
other laws of the United States, stipu- 
lations or bonds in admiralty need not 
be under seal and may be executed by 
the agent or attorney of the stipulator 
or obligor. Stipulations for costs need 
not be signed or executed by the party 
and shall be sufficient if executed only 
by the surety or sureties. In place of 
the stipulation or bond, the party may 
deposit the necessary amount in the 
registry of the court. Any party hav- 
ing an interest in the subject matter of 
the suit may at any time, on due notice, 
move the court on special cause shown 
for greater or better security and any 
order made thereon may be enforced 
by attachment or otherwise. 
Committee Note: This is substantial- 
ly the same as former Rule 3 (c). The 
word “prohibition” has been deleted 
and there has also been deleted the pro- 
vision requiring even informal written 
authority from stipulator or obligor for 
execution of bond. 
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IV. PLEADINGS AND PARTIES 
Rule 7—Libel 


Every libel filed in admiralty shall 


aver the amount of the debt, damages | 


or salvage for which the action is 
brought. This amount shall be endorsed 
by the clerk on the process, so as to 
enable the respondent or claimant to 
give the bond or stipulation required by 
law or by the rules of court, in the 
event no other amount may be de- 
termined under the Admiralty Rules of 
the Supreme Court or of this court, or 
of the statutes of the Untied States. 
Process and libel shall be served to- 
gether. The libellant shall furnish the 
person making service with such copies 
as are necessary. 
Committee Note: Reference to salvage 
cases has been deleted and included in 
Rule 8. The requirement for adding 
$250.00 in rem and $100.00 in personam 
under former Rule 1 has been deleted, 
as having been provided for in Rule 5, 
supra. The words “so as to enable the 
marshal, or the court, or the commis- 
sioner, to take” have been deleted, since 
stipulation for value of cash deposit is 
always made with the clerk. Provision 
has been added to the rule as to service 
of copy of the libel, the language fol- 
lowing that of F.R.C.P. 4(d). Other- 
wise, this is substantially the same as 
former Rule 1. 
Rule 8—Salvage cases, Form of Libel in 
In cases of salvage, the libel shall also 
separately state the value of the hull, 
cargo, freight and other property saved, 
the amount claimed in respect of each, 
the names of the principal salvors and 
that the suit is instituted in their be- 
half and in behalf of all other persons 
interested or associated with them. It 
shall also have attached to it a list of 
the names of all the salvors and all 
persons entitled to share in the salvage 
and also in the agreemnt of consortship 
existing among them, so as to enable 
the court to divide the salvage accord- 
ing to the rights or interests of the 
parties. 
Committee Note: This is substantial- 
ly the same as former Rule 2, except 


for the inclusion of the amount of sal- 
vage claimed in respect to each interest 
that was in former Rule 1. 
Rule 9—Verification of Pleadings and 
Answers to Interrogatories 
Verification of pleadings and answers 
to interrogatories, when required, shall 
be by the parties, or any of them; pro- 
vided, if no party be within the South- 
ern District of Florida, verification 
may be made by an agent, attorney-in- 
fact or proctor, who shall state briefly 
the sources of his knowledge or in- 
formation, declare that the document 
affirmed to is true to the best of his 
knowledge, information and belief, and 
state the reason why the verification is 
not made by a party. If the personal 
oath of a party or all of the parties be 
demanded, motion may be made for a 
stay, pending the procurement of such 
verification by commission or other- 
wise. 
Committee Note: This is substantial- 
ly the same as former Rule 22 and 
eliminates former Rule 13 as a dupli- 
cation. It also eliminates the use of a 
dedimus potestatem, which is no longer 
available. It further provides that veri- 
fication, when required, (see Supreme 
Court Admiralty Rules 22, 25, 26 and 
33) may be made outside the District. 


Rule 10—-Time to Plead— 
Copies of Pleadings 

An answer or other defense shall be 
filed on or before 20 days after service 
of process, and where no answer or 
other defense is filed, a decree, inter- 
locutory or final, as may be proper, 
may be entered. Every order required 
by its terms to be served, every plead- 
ing subsequent to the original libel, un- 
less the court otherwise orders because 
of numerous respondents, every written 
motion other than one which may be 
heard ex parte, and every written no- 
tice, appearance, demand, offer of judg- 
ment, designation of record on appeal, 
and similar papers shall be served upon 
each of the parties affected thereby, or 
his proctor of record, such service to 
be made in accordance with the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Provided, no 
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service need to be made on parties in 
default for failure to appear except that 
pleadings asserting new or additional 
claims for relief against them shall be 
served upon them in the manner pro- 
vided for service of original libel. Pro- 
vided further, that the court in unusual 
cases, such as multiplicity of respond- 
ents, etc., may provide that service 
need not be made as between certain 
parties. 
Committee Note: This makes definite 
the time for filing an appearance, in 
in personam cases, or a claim, in in rem 
cases, together with an answer or ex- 
ceptions, or both. Exceptions custo- 
marily may be filed separately or in- 
cluded in the answer. There has been 
some doubt in the past with respect to 
the time for filing an answer in in 
personam cases, where an appearance 
only was filed on the return day of the 
process. This is substantially the same 
as Admiralty Rule 2 of the Northern 
District of New York and eliminates 
former Rule 6. In addition there is add- 
ed the proviso as to serving copies of 
pleadings, following the language of 
F.R.C.P. 5(a) and (c). 
Rule 11—Exceptions to Claim * 
or Answer 

Within 10 days from the service of 
the answer, or within such further time 
as the court may allow, the libellant or 
any intervenor may file exceptions to 
the claim or answer of a claimant or 
respondent, for insufficiency, surplus- 
age, irrelevancy, impertinence' or 
scandal. 
Committee Note: This follows former 
Rule 7, with the deletion of the words 
“and such exceptions may be heard on 
reasonable notice,” and with the new 
provision that exceptions are due in 
ten (not 20) days from service (not 
filing) of answer. 

Rule 12—Amendments to Pleadings 

If a party submit to exceptions, he 
shall amend his pleadings within 20 
days after the filing of such exceptions, 
unless further time be allowed by the 
court. 
Committee Note: 
former Rule 8. 


This is the same as 


Rule 13—Recoupment and Cross Libel 

If a respondent or claimant shall de- 
sire to recoup any damages sustained 
by him growing out of the transactions 
referred to in the libel, he must in his 
answer state the facts and his own 
damages in like manner as upon filing 
a cross-libel and such statement shall 
be without prejudice to any other de- 
fense which he may interpose. He shall 
not, however, be entitled to any affirm- 
ative recovery upon such answer. In 
any case, where a cross-libel in per- 
sonam will lie, service of such cross- 
libel may be made on the proctors for 
the libellant. 
Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule on this subject. This 
rule is the same as Admiralty Rule 17 
of the Northern District of New York. 

Rule 14—Consolidation of Causes 

When two or more suits are pending, 
all of which rest upon the same matter 
of right or defense, although there be 
no common interests between the per- 
sons the court may consolidate or com- 
pel such suits to be tried together and 
enter a decree in each cause, or in a 
single decree, conformably to evidence. 
Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 23. 

Rule 15—Interventions 

Unless otherwise provided by special 
order of the court, notice of filing of a 
petition of intervention, together with 
a copy of such petition, shall be given 
by the petitioner to all parties to the 
cause (including previous intervenors, 
if any) or their proctors of record. No 
such party or intervenor shall be held 
to be in default for failure to answer 
such petition of intervention unless re- 
quired to do so by order of the court 
thereon fixing the time to plead to or 
answer such petition. A copy of such 
order shall be promptly delivered in 
person or sent by mail by such inter- 
venor to all other parties or inter- 
venors, or their proctors of record, un- 
less otherwise provided by such order. 
Committee Note: This is largely the 


same as former Rule 26. The chief 
change is to permit delivery of copy of 
order instead of requiring it be mailed. 
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THE FLORIDA BAR 
1952 ANNUAL CONVENTION 


MIAMI BEACH 
June 5, 6, 7, 1952 


The 1952 annual convention of The Florida Bar will be held at Miami Beach 
on June fifth, sixth and seventh. Firm commitments for 500 rooms have been 
obtained from five hotels located in close proximity to each other, namely: 


er 2457 Collins Avenue 
100 Twenty-First St. 


The RONEY PLAZA HOTEL will be the convention headquarters. Regis- 
tration and meetings will be held there. Accommodations at the RONEY 
- PLAZA are limited to 175 rooms. The convention rates are as follows: 


RONEY PLAZA— 


Double or single rooms $8.00, $10.00, 
$12.00 per day 
1 bedroom and perfor... $24.00 per day 
2 bedrooms and parlor, (ocean front) ....... $44.00 per day 
TRAYMORE— 
Double rooms only .............. tias dodge $6.00 per day 
$8.00, $10.00 per day 
SURFSIDE PLAZA— 
Double or single rooms ..............00s00 $8.00, $10.00, 


$12.00 per day 
No suites available 


VANDERBILT— 
Double or sing@le TrOOMS $8.00, $10.00, 
$12.00 per day 
1 bedroom and parlor .........606666.0..008- $14.00 per day 
SEA GULL— 
Double or single rooms ...............0.00. $8.00, $10.00, 
$12.00 per day 
1 bedroom and parlor ...................05 $24.00 per day 


All rooms are on the European plan (no meals). A number of fine restau- 
rants are located within walking distance of the convention hotels, and Miami 
Beach offers innumerable facilities for meals. However, means may be ob- 
tained at the Roney Plaza Hotel for $8.50 per day per person, and at com- 
parable rates at the other hotels. 


Reservation for accommodations at the RONEY PLAZA will be handled 
by the Convention Committee upon a “first-come, first-served” basis. 
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Arrangements may be made through the Convention Committee to secure 
accommodations at any other Miami Beach hotels of your choice at special 
convention rates. 


Social activities presently planned include the following: 
Thursday night—“Night-club” evening. 
Friday noon—Fashion show and luncheon. 
Friday afternoon—Scenic boat ride. 
Friday night—Annual banquet and floor show, (no speeches). 
Saturday morning—Scenic boat ride. 
Saturday afternoon—Golf tournament. 
Saturday afternoon—Cocktail party (Miami Beach Bar Assoc.) 
Saturday night—“Florida night” buffet dinner, water show and danc- 
ing under the stars at the Roney Plaza. 
PLEASE MAKE YOUR RESERVATIONS AS SOON AS POSSIBLE 


Please indicate the type of accommodations desired, time of expected ar- 
rival, your second preference as to hotel accommodations, and whether you 
will attend Thursday “Night-club” outing, the Friday night banquet, and the 
Saturday “Florida Night” buffet. ALL RESERVATIONS WILL BE CON- 
FIRMED. 


Please address all communications to: 


THE FLORIDA BAR 
CONVENTION COMMITTEE 


Post Office Box No. 1511 


Miami Beach, Florida 
For any further information, communicate with the Convention Committee. 


FRED R. BAISDEN, 
Chairman, Convention Committee. 
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Rule 16—New Parties 
Whenever, from the death of any of 
the parties or changes of interest in the 
suit, defects in the pleadings or pro- 
ceeding, or otherwise, new parties to 


the suit are necessary, persons required. 


to be made parties may be made such 
either by petition on their part or by 
petition of the adverse parties. 

Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule covering this and the 
above is the same as Admiralty Rule 18 
of the Northern District of New York. 


V. ATTACHMENTS 
Rule 17—Service of Foreign Attach- 
ment and of Process Against 
Freight and Proceeds 

When the debts, credits or effects 
named in any process of foreign at- 
tachment are not delivered up to the 
marshal by the garnishee, or are denied 
by him to be the property of the re- 
spondent, it shall be sufficient service 
of such foreign attachment to leave a 
copy thereof with such garnishee or at 
his usual residence or place of business, 
with notice of the property attached; 
and on due return thereof by the mar- 
shal the libellant, on proof satisfactory 
to the court that the property belongs 
to respondent, may proceed to a hear- 
ing and final decree in the cause. 

In proceedings in rem, the process 
against freight or proceeds of property 
in possession of any person and all 
orders granted by the court under Rule 
37 of the Supreme Court may be served 
in like manner. 

Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 24, except that the rule 
cited is 37, instead of 36. 

Rule 18—Appraisement and Appraisers 

Order for the appraisement of prop- 
erty under arrest or attachment shall 
issue only upon motion and notice, or 
upon the consent of the proctors for the 
respective parties. Only one appraiser 
is to be appointed, unless otherwise 
ordered. 

Appraisers, before executing their 
trust, shall be sworn or affirmed to 
faithful discharge thereof before the 
clerk or his deputy, and the appraise- 


ment, when made, shall be returned to 
the clerk’s office, who shall give notice 
thereof to the parties or their proctors 
and an appeal instanter therefrom may 
be taken to the court. — 

For making and filing appraisement, 
the appraisers shall receive fees to be 
fixed by the court and paid by the party 
at whose instance the appraisement was 
ordered, to be thereafter taxed as costs 
in the cause. 
Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule covering this subject 
and the above is a modification of Ad- 
miralty Rule 20 of the Northern Dis- 
trict of New York and Admiralty Rule 
14 of the Western District of Wash- 
ington. 

Rule 19—Release of Seizures 

Property seized by the marshal may 
be released as follows: First.—By giv- 
ing bond as provided in 62 Stat. 974 
(28 U.S.C.A. 2464). Second.—In suits 
for sums certain by paying into the 
court the amount alleged in the libel 
as due, with interest as claimed to the 
date of the filing of the libel, or by 
filing an approved stipulation for such 
alleged amount, with interest. In either 
event the appropriate stipulation for 
costs in the usual] form shall be filed. 
Third.—In suits other than possessory 
or petitory, by filing an approved stipu- 
lation for the amount of the appraised 
or agreed value of the property seized, 
with interest (unless same is modified 
by order of the court) conditioned to 
abide by all orders of the court, inter- 
locutory or final, and to pay the amount 
awarded by the final decree rendered 
by this court or by any appellate court, 
with interest. Fourth.—In possessory 
and petitory suits upon the order of the 
court only and on such security and 
terms as ordered. Fifth.—By an order 
duly entered by the clerk upon the writ- 
ten consent of the proctor for the party 
on whose behalf the property is de- 
tained. 

Committee Note: This is a modifica- 
tion of former Rule 12 which takes 
cognizance of the statutory provisions 
for release of seizures as lately amend- 
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ed, and also provides for possessory and 
petitory cases. It likewise eliminates 
former Rule 12(b) providing for re- 
lease on signatures of personal sureties. 
It largely follows Admiralty Rule 21 of 
the Southern District of New York. See 
Rule 5 which provides for combining in 
one instrument the stipulation for value 
and the stipulation for costs, thus mak- 
ing a separate stipulation for costs un- 
necessary. 
Rule 20—Report of Marshal of Expense 
of Caring for Attached Property 
Where the marshal, under attach- 
ment, takes into custody property that 
requires the expenditure of money in 
its care and preservation and the par- 
ties to said cause or the claimant there- 
of makes no application to bond or sell 
said property or provide for the ex- 
pense of such custody for the period of 
ten days after the execution of said at- 
tachment, the marshal shall report such 
fact to the court, for its instructions. 
Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 11. 


Rule 21—Premiums on Surety Bonds to 
be Taxed as Costs—Taxation of Costs 
If costs shall be awarded to either or 
any party, then the reasonable prem- 
iums or expenses paid on all bonds or 
stipulations or other security by the 
prevailing party in whose favor such 
costs are allowed shall be taxed as a 
part of the costs of the case. Except 
when express provision therefor is 
made either in a statute of the United 
States or in the Admiralty Rules, costs 
shall be allowed as of course to the pre- 
vailing party unless the court otherwise 
directs: but costs against the United 
States, its officers and agencies shall 
be imposed only to the extent permitted 
by law. Costs may be taxed by the clerk 
on one day’s notice. On motion served 
within five days thereafter, the action 
of the clerk may be reviewed by the 
court. 
Committee Note: This follows former 
Rule 19, with the words “in any civil 
cause at common law, equity or ad- 
miralty in this court” deleted. More- 
over, provision has been added as to 


taxation of costs, the language follow- 
ing F.R.C.P. 54(d). 


VI. TENDERS AND OFFERS 
OF JUDGMENT 
Rule 22—Tender Inter Partes 

A tender inter partes before suit 
shall be of no avail in defense or in 
discharge of costs unless on suit 
brought and before answer or claim 
filed, and the said tender is deposited 
in court to abide the order or decree 
to be made in the matter. 

At any time not less than ten days 
before a trial the respondent or claim- 
ant may serve upon the libellant’s 
proctor a written offer to allow a de- 
cree to be taken against him for the 
sum of money therein specified, with 
costs to the date of the offer to be tax- 
ed which the libellant may within five 
days thereafter accept and enter judg- 
ment accordingly. If not accepted, and 
if the libellant fails to obtain a more 
favorable decree, he shall not recover 
costs from the time of such offer but 
the respondent shall have judgment for 
all costs expended by or taxed against 
him from the time of such offer. 
Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 5, except the word “plea” 
has been deleted. 


Rule 23—Offer of Damages 
After Interlocutory Decree 
At any time after an interlocutory 
decree in favor of the libellant the 
respondent or claimant, without preju- 
dice to his right to appeal, may serve 
and file a written offer to allow li- 
bellant’s damages to be assessed at a 
sum of money therein specified, with 
costs to be taxed to the date of the 
offer. Said respondent or claimant 
shall recover costs from the date of the 
offer, unless the libellant shall obtain 
a final decree wherein the damages 
awarded (without interest or costs aft- 
er offer) exceed the amount of the 
offer. 


Committee Note: There was no local 


admiralty rule on this subject. The 
above is the same as Admiralty Rule 
24 for the Northern District of New 
York. This rule would tend to bring 
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a speedy conclusion to cases where the 
question of liability has been determin- 
ed by interlocutory decree and by per- 
mitting the respondent or claimant to 
confess the amount of his damages 
without the necessity of referring this 
issue to a commissioner. 


VII. DEPOSITIONS; COMMIS- 
SIONERS’ REPORTS AND FEES. 
Rule 24—Taking and Use 
of Depositions 

The taking and use, including for the 

purpose of discovery, of depositions of 
parties and witnesses shall be govern- 
ed by the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure. 
Committee Note: Formerly there was 
no provision in the local rules covering 
depositions. As a practical matter, de- 
positions have been taken largely in 
accord with the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Rules of Civil Procedure, including 
for the purpose of discovery. Accord- 
ingly, after a great deal of thought, the 
Committee concluded that the simplest 
and most feasible rule on depositions 
would be to simply follow the pro- 
visions of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 

Rule 25—Commissioners’ Reports 

and Fees 

Reports of commissioners in all mat- 
ters referred by the court shall be 
filed by such officers with the clerk and 
immediate notice of such filing shall 
be given to all proctors of record. 


The fees of such commissioners, if 
agreed upon, shall be paid (unless oth- 
erwise agreed) by the libellant or mov- 
ing party upon notice by such commis- 
sioner that the report is ready for fil- 
ing; and fees so paid shall be taxed 
as costs by the clerk. In no event, how- 
ever, shall such commissioner retain his 
report as security or withhold prompt 
filing of same because of failure to pay 
his fee. 

If the fees of the commissioner shall 
not have been paid upon the filing of 
the report, the commissioner shall certi- 
fy by endorsement on the report the 
amount of the fee and the fact that it 
has not been paid. Exceptions to the 


amount of such fees may be filed in 
like manner as to other portions of the 
report. No order or decree shall be 
entered on any such report until. the 
fees of the commissioner making the 
report shall have been paid, except on 
his consent or by special order of the 
court. At any time after the filing of 
such report, upon its appearing that 
the fees of the commissioner have not 
been paid the court, by appropriate pro- 
ceedings, may enforce payment there- 
of in favor of the commissioner against 
any party or res liable therefor. 
Committee Note: Former Rule 18 pro- 
vided for the payment to a commis- 
sioner of $10 per day and 25¢ per folio 
for transcript of testimony, which is to 
include stenographer’s fees, and 10¢ 
for swearing each witness and 10¢ for 
filing each exhibit presented for filing. 
The current stenographic rate is in ex- 
cess of the fees allowed by former Rule 
18 and no commissioner’s fees in the 
past few years have been determined 
thereunder. The new rule supersedes 
former Rule 18 and provides for com- 
missioner’s fees to be paid by agree- 
ment of the parties or to be determined 
by the court. The parties are permitted 
to file exceptions to the amount of the 
fees and it further provides that the 
commissioners are to be paid promptly. 
In many instances in the past, commis- 
sioners have had to wait unreasonably 
long periods of time to be paid their 
fees and this was particularly true in 
cases that were appealed. The above 
rule, with some small modification, fol- 
lows Admiralty Rule 26 of the North- 
ern District of New York. 


Rule 26—Confirmation of Com- 
missioners’ Reports 


Exceptions to reports of commission- 
ers shall be filed within ten days after 
service of notice of filing of the report, 
in default of which the report may be 
confirmed at the instance of any party 
by order entered without notice, but 
upon proof of service of notice of filing 
the report and default in filing ex- 
ceptions. 
Committee Note: 


There was no South- 
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ern District rule covering exceptions to 
commissioners’ reports. (See Supreme 
Court Admiralty Rule 43 as to when 
reference may be made to commis- 
sioners. ) 


VIII. DECREES AND 
EXECUTIONS 
Rule 27—Decree on Default. 
How Obtained in rem 


In any suit in rem, where no proctor 
has appeared for claimant, or in per- 
sonam, where debts, credits or effects 
have been attached and there has been 
no appearance, a final decree will not 
enter unless proof be furnished of 
actual notice of the suit to an owner 
or agent of the property arrested or 
attached, or to the master or person in 
charge of a vessel in custody, in ad- 
dition to proof of publication of the 
notice of arrest; or unless proof be 
furnished of actual notice to the re- 
spondent or his agent, unless it be 
made to appear to the court that such 
actual notice is unnecessary. If actual 
notice cannot be given, such notice 
shall be given by publication or other- 
wise, as the court may direct. 
Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule on this subject but 
the standard practice of the court has 
been to require notice as above out- 
lined. This is similar to Admiralty Rule 
28 of the Northern District of New 
York. 


Rule 28—Decree for Sum 
Admitted to be Due 


In case the respondent or claimant 
in his answer does not deny that the 
libellant is entitled to recover in respect 
of a part of the claim set forth in the 
libel and does not claim any recoup- 
ment, offset or counterclaim in respect 
of said part admitted to be due, the 
court may, upon motion, make an order 
of severance and enter a final decree 
for any sum so admitted to be due; all 
without prejudice to the further prose- 
cution of the cause with respect to con- 
tested matters. 

Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule covering the above. It 


is the same as the local rule adopted in 
almost all of the district courts. 


Rule 29—Stay of Execution 

No execution shall issue on any de- 
cree in admiralty until ten days after 
the entry of decree, or such time as is 
designated by special order, unless the 
decree shall have been entered on de- 
fault. In the event notice of appeal is 
filed within such time, the party filing 
such notice shall have thirty days there- 
from to file supersedeas bond, during 
which time execution shall be stayed. 
Committee Note: This is, in sub- 
stance, the same as former Rule 14. 
It provides, however, that where de- 
crees have been entered on default the 
withholding of execution for ten days 
is not applicable and it deletes from 
former Rule 14 the words “to perfect 
such appeal and”. Of course, in ad- 
miralty proceedings the appellant has 
90 days to perfect an appeal and the 
sense of this rule is merely to withhold 
execution for ten days, or for an added 
period of thirty days, if notice of appeal 
is filed, so as to enable the appellant 
within that time to obtain a super- 
sedeas bond. 


IX. MISCELLANEOUS 
Rule 30—Possessory Suits 


In all possessory suits upon special 
order of the court process may be made 
returnable upon a short day. The 
answer shall be filed within such time 
as may be ordered by the court and a 
day of hearing then fixed, unless other- 
wise ordered. The hearing of posses- 
sory suits shall be given preference. 
Notice by publication will not be re- 
quired unless specially ordered. 
Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule prescribing the con- 
ditions under which possessory suits 
may be expedited, or giving them a 
preference on the calendar. With some 
modification, this rule is similar to 
that of other districts. In particular, 
the provision eliminating publication 
follows Admiralty Rule 37 of the South- 
ern District of New York and Admiral- 
ty Rule 37 of the Northern District of 
New York. 
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Rule 31—Suits in Forma Pauperis 

When not otherwise provided by law, 
suits may be prosecuted in forma pau- 
peris by express allowance of the court 
only and in such cases no stipulation 
for costs will be required; but the 
process in rem in such causes, unless 
specially allowed by the court, shall not 
issue except upon proof of 24 hours 
notice of the filing of the libel for op- 
portunity to appear and resist such is- 
suance. In the absence of the judge, the 
allowance may be made by the clerk. 
Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 4. 

Rule 32—Claims After Sale, 
How Limited 

In proceedings in rem, after a sale of 
the property under a final decree, 
claims upon the proceeds of sale, ex- 
cept for seamen’s wages, will not be 
admitted in behalf of lienors filing 
libels of petitioners after the sale, to 
the prejudice of lienors under libels 
filed before the sale, but shall be limit- 
ed to the remnants and surplus unless 
for cause shown it shall be otherwise 
ordered. 
Committee Note: There was no South- 
ern District rule on this subject. The 
above is similar to existing rules in 
other districts. It follows verbatim Ad- 
miralty Rule 40 of the Southern Dis- 
trict of New York. 


Rule 33—Dismissals by Consent and 
for Failure to Prosecute 

An action in admiralty may be dis- 
missed and stipulations or bonds given 
therein cancelled and writ of restitu- 
tion issued by the clerk as of course, 
upon the filing in such cause of the 
written consent of all parties of record, 
including intervenors, if any. 

At least ten days notice shall be serv- 
ed upon the adverse party before any 
application to dismiss any cause under 
Rule 38 of the Admiralty Rules of the 
Supreme Court. 

Cases which have been pending for 
more than one year without any pro- 
ceedings having been taken therein dur- 
ing such year may be dismissed as of 
course, for want of prosecution, by the 


court, on its own motion at a general 
call of the calendar. 
Committee Note: This follows former 
Rule 9 and Rule 3 of the present Gen- 
eral Rules of the Southern District of 
Florida. 
Rule 34—Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law 

When an admiralty case is submitted 
to the court on final hearing, unless 
otherwise ordered by the court, proc- 
tors on each side shall file with the 
court proposed written findings of fact 
and conclusions of law which are deem- 
ed by such proctors to cover the issues 
in the case. 
Committee Note: This is the same as 
former Rule 27, with the substitution 
of the word “proctors” for “counsel”, 
and the proviso that proposed findings 
by the parties may be waived by the 
court. See Supreme Court Admiralty 
Rule 46% requiring the court to make 
findings of fact and conclusions of law. 


COMMITTEE NOTE: 

All of the former Southern District 
Admiralty Rules have been included in 
the foregoing, either as written or 
modified to more clearly express their 
intent, except the following: 

Rule 15—Appeals in Admiralty 

This rule has ben eliminated, since 
the record on appeal is governed by the 
rules of the Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit. 

Rule 16—Salvors Uniting in One Libel 

This rule has been eliminated be- 
cause experience over the past number 
of years has indicated no need for such 
a rule. 

Rule 17—Orders of Court Respecting 
the Taking of Testimony and 
Trial of Issues. 

This rule has been eliminated be- 
cause the court, of its own initiative, 
makes such orders as may be required, 
without the rule. 

Rule 20—Proctors’ Fees for Col- 
lecting Seamen’s Wages 

This rule has been eliminated be- 
cause under the present economic con- 
ditions proctors’ fees in such cases 
should be determined by the court. We 
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ils 


understand that no other district in 

the United States except this and the 

Northern District had such a rule. 
Rule 21—Salvage Cases 

This rule has been eliminated be- 
cause there have been no occasions in 
the past number of years when it was 
necessary to file a skeleton form of 
libel and, further, because amendments 
in admiralty proceedings are liberally 
allowed. 

Rule 25—Notice of Application 
for Payment of Funds 

This rule has been eliminated be- 
cause Supreme Court Admiralty Rule 
42 governs. 

No rules with respect to limitation 
of liability proceedings have been in- 
cluded because the Supreme Court of 
the United States, by order on July 21, 
1948, promulgated amended Rules 51, 
52, 53 and 54 of the Rules of Practice 
for the Courts of the United States in 
Admiralty and Maritime Jurisdiction, 
so as to spell out with considerable 
certainty the manner in which such 
proceedings shall be filed and prose- 
cuted. 

The committee considered the many 
improvements made by the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure in the civil 
practice. Some of these innovations are 
not permissible until approved by the 
Supreme Court. In addition, local rules 
are not necessary on such things as 

Interrogatories to Parties (Supreme 
Court Rule 31 following F.R.C.P. 33). 

Discovery and Production, ete. (Su- 
preme Court Rule 32 following F.R.C.P. 
34). 

Physical and Mental Examinations, 
etc. (Supreme Court Rule 32A follow- 
ing F.R.C.P. 35) 

Admission of Facts and of Genuine- 
ness of Documents (Supreme Court 
Rule 32B following F.R.C.P. 36). 

Refusal to make Discovery: Conse- 
quences (Supreme Court Rule 32C fol- 
lowing F.R.C.P. 37). 

Pretrial Procedure: Formulating Is- 
sues (Supreme Court Rule 44% adopt- 
ing F.R.C.P. 16). 

Scope of Examination and Cross Ex- 


amination (Supreme Court Rule 46A 

following F.R.C.P. 43(b) ). 

Record of Excluded Evidence (Su- 
preme Court Rule 46B following F.R. 
C.P. 43 (ce) ). 

The committee has included new Rule 
24 providing that taking and use of 
depositions shall be governed by the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, as 
there is no Supreme Court Rule on this 
specific point. 

REVISED FORM OF PROCESS 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES OF AMERICA, 

TO: THE MARSHAL OF THE UNIT- 
ED STATES FOR THE SOUTH- 
ERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 
GREETING: 

WHEREAS onthe day of 


filed a libel against 


for ‘the reasons in said libel mentioned 
for the sum of $ 

NOW THEREFORE, you are hereby 
commanded to take into your posses- 
sion the above named 


and to detain the same in your custody 
until the further order of this Court 
to answer said libel. 


YOU ARE HEREBY further com- 
manded forthwith to cite and admonish 
the respondent to be and appear, by 
Proctor or in person, before the Dis- 
trict Court, at the Clerk’s Office there- 
of, to be held at - 
in said District Twenty (20) days after 
the service of this Writ, exclusive of 
the day of service, at 10:30 o’clock in 
the forenoon of that day, then and 
there to interpose in writing a claim, 
answer, or claim and answer, or other 
defense to the libel filed herein, a copy 
of which libel you shall serve upon the 
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respondent with this Writ directing the 
respondent to serve a copy of his 
answer upon the Libellant’s Proctor 


whose address is __. 


AND YOU ARE HEREBY further 
Commanded to give notice by publica- 
tion to all persons whomsoever having 
any claim, right, title or interest in the 
above named 


by publishing said notice once in a 
newspaper of general circulation in the 
County in which the seizure is made. 

And how you shall have executed this 
Writ, make known to this Court, with 
your certificate of execution hereof 
written. 


WITNESS THE HONORABLE 
3 udge of said Court, at __.___...__. 
this day of 
195... 


_......... Deputy Clerk 


GENUINE ENGRAVED LETTERHEADS 


$12.00 for 1,000 (Complete Cost) 
Free Designing — Free Proof — Free Die 


Mail us your present letterhead and indicate any changes desired. Without cost or obligation your 
free proof will be mailed promptly, designed similar to your present letterhead or as you instruct us. 


MIAMI ENGRAVING COMPANY 


245 N. E. 37th Street (1 Block West of Biscayne Blvd.) Miami, Fla. 


BESSEMER BUILDING 


EDWIN H. 
HANDWRITING EXPERT 


One of the most complete laboratories in the United States for the examination and 
demonstration of facts in connection with the investigation of questioned documents. 
Charter member of the American Society of Questioned Document Examiners 


Telephone Atlantic 1-2732 


FEARON 


PITTSBURGH 22, PENNSYLVANIA 


on us. 


When we can furnish information 
or be of service in any way, we cor- 
dially invite the Florida Bar to call 


The Barnett National Bank 


of Jacksonville 


MEMBER F.D.1.C. 
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WHAT IS YOUR PREFERENCE? 


Here is a list of the Standing and Special Committees of 
The Florida Bar. It is my desire, as far as may be possible, to 
appoint committee members on their expressed preference 
for service. Please let me have your preference. 


WM. A. McRAE, JR., 
President-elect 
P. O. Box 988 
Bartow, Florida 


Administrative Law 

American Citizenship 
American Law Institute 
Bankruptcy 

Civil Procedure 

Constitution 

Cooperation with Accountants 


Cooperation with Lawyers’ 
Title Guaranty Fund 


Cooperation with Realtors 
Criminal Law and Procedure 
Circuit Grievance Committees 
Federal Taxation 

Judicial Administration 


Law Reporting 
Legal Aid 


Legal Education and Admission 
to the Bar 


Legal Institutes 

Legal Services to Armed Forces 
Legislative 

Memorials 

Probate and Guardianship 
Professional Ethics 

Public Relations 

Publication of Law Journal 
Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Uniform Commercial Code 


| am most interested in serving on the following commit- 
tees: (List in order of preference.) 


Name 


Address 


City 
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Parker Holt was elected president of 
the Lee County Bar Association, suc- 
ceeding John K. Woolslair. Norwood 
Strayhorn was elected vice president, 
and Frank A. Pavese was re-elected 
secretary-treasurer. 


Miami Beach is setting up excellent 
plans for the annual convention of the 
Florida Bar June 5-7. 


Marshall H. Ader and Burton Young 


authentic compila- 
tion of pertinent facts about Florida 
government, Florida resources, Florida 
history and Florida leaders. Business : 
and professional people and just plain ; 
citizens, too, find it of unending inter- |. 
—LAKELAND LEDGFR 
. by far the reference work on 
Fioride 


. the Florida Handbook also 
broadens its subjects beyond the sta- 
tistics which are the customary base of 
such works.”’ —MIAMI HERALD 
“The riches of this mine of information 
about Florida may be evidenced by its 
16 double-columner, closely - printed 
pages of index, running from Absentee 

to Zircon.” —TamMpa TRIBUNE 


"$3.78 at or by mail, $4.25 
PENINSULAR PUBLISHING CO., Box 549, Tallahassee, Fla. 


have formed a law partnership with 
offices at 1 Lincoln Road, Miami Beach. 


Ben Parks, formerly of Lakeland, has 
become a member of the Davis and 
Parks law firm at Naples. 


W. W. Judge was elected president 
of the Volusia County Bar Association, 
succeeding Charles Booth. E. William 
Gautier of New Smyrna Beach is first 
vice president; Maurice Foster of De- 
land, second vice president, and Alfred 
Hawkins of Daytona Beach, secretary- 


. treasurer. James H. Sweeny of Deland 


and Louis Ossinsky, John Parkinson 
and Compton French of Daytona Beach 
were named to the executive committee. 


Betty Mann has resigned from the 
New York law firm of Satterlee, War- 
field and Stephens and joined the firm 
of Mann, Harrison and Stone at St. 
Petersburg. The firm is headed by her 
father, Sam H. Mann. She obtained her 
BA degree at Vassar and her LLB 
from Vanderbilt University. 


Walter Rogers of Fort Pierce has 
been elected president of the St. Lucie 
County Bar Association. Earl Sumner 
is vice president and Charles B. Adams 
is secretary-treasurer. 


Joe Moran, Jr., has been appointed 
assistant solicitor of Hillsborough 
County, succeeding James M. (Red) 
McEwen, who resigned to become a 
candidate for state attorney. 


Myron Gibbons was awarded the 
Tampa Junior Chamber of Commerce’s 
title of “Young Man of the Year” for 
1951 for his work in a campaign 
against crime and vice. 
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James H. Welch was named Lake- 
land’s outstanding young man and re- 
ceived the Lakeland Junior Chamber of 
Commerce’s distinguished service 
award. 


In West Palm Beach, the Junior 
Chamber of Commerce “Outstanding 


MUNICIPAL CODE 
CORPORATION 


TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 


Sd Offering a specialized 
Editorial Service for the 
Codification and Pub- 
lication of City Ordi- 


nances. 


203 Center Building © Phone 2-4510 


Young Man” title and distinguished 
service award went to H. Elmo Rob- 
inson. 


President John M. Allison of the 
Florida Bar has been elected illustrious 
potentate of Egypt Shrine Temple at 
Tampa. He was advanced from the po- 
sition of chief rabban. 

Guy A. McPherson, formerly of Se- 


bring, has opened law offices in 
Blountstown. 


The firm of Bryan and Lifsey at 
Tampa has been dissolved. Julian H. 
Lifsey will continue practice under. his 
own name with offices in the First 
National Bank Building at Tampa. 


The Dade County Bar Association’s 
members are engaged in a blood do- 
nation program that President Roger 
Edward Davis estimated would produce 
700 pints of blood for the armed forces. 
Davis headed the first group in the 
donation program. 


J. D. (Jack) Harris, Jr., who has 
been practicing at St. Petersburg for 
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five years, has joined the firm of Har- 
ris, Barrett, McGlothin and Dew at St. 
Petersburg. This is the oldest legal 
firm in St. Petersburg. Harris is the 
son of John D. Harris, Sr. 

Phillip Kelley of Kissimmee has been 
named judge of the Osceola County 
small claims court. 

John W. Booth, Jr., graduate of 
Stetson, has opened law offices at 
Palatka. 


Harvey Smith, formerly of Arcadia, 


has become associated with the firm of 
Holland, Bevis and McRae at Bartow. 


David Harold Levin has been ap- 
pointed assistant county solicitor of 
Escambia County. He graduated from 
the University of Florida in February. 
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Harry Dietz, 53, who had practiced 
law in Florida for 26 years, died Feb- 
ruary 2 at Miami Beach. 

He formerly practiced at St. Peters- 
burg and served for some time as sec- 
retary to U. S. Senator Claude Pepper. 

He went to Miami Beach to practice 
in 1937 and was associated with the 
firm of Kaplan, Deitz and Lasky. His 
widow and two daughters survive. 


PROFESSOR ROBERT F. TOMLIN 


By His Colleagues 
at the University of Florida 


On December 23, Professor Robert F. 
Tomlin, of the University of Florida, 
died unexpectedly of a heart ailment at 
age 48. He was graduated from Plant 
City High School in 1920, and from the 
United States Military Academy at 
West Point in 1928, where he was not 
only a fine student but also a promi- 
nent athlete. During his military career 
he served as a junior artillery officer 
at home and abroad, and for many 
years as a member of numerous plan- 
ning boards engaged in setting up mili- 
tary bases and organizing training 
plans. He later became Chief of Staff 
in Bermuda; and upon his retirement 


for physical disability in 1946 he was 
serving as colonel with the War De- 
partment General Staff in Washington. 
He attended many universities and 
schools during his very active life, in- 
cluding the University of Virginia, the 
Coast Artillery School, the Command 
and General Staff School, and the 
Naval War College. 


Upon his early retirement to civilian 
life Colonel Tomlin took up the study 
of law at Georgetown University for 
one year, and at the University of 
Florida for two, from which he re- 
ceived his Bachelor of Laws with Hon- 
ors in 1949. His outstanding record 
prompted appointment as Assistant in 
Research and shortly thereafter as As- 
sistant Professor of Law, a post that 
he occupied at his death. 

“Colonel” Bob was a distinguished 
soldier, having been awarded the Legion 
of Merit twice and the Special Com- 
mendation Ribbon, an able scholar, a 
devout churchman, a warm and indus- 
trious colleague, an excellent teacher, 
and a real friend to the students, who 
to a man held him in high esteem and 
affection. To his wife and daughters 
we extend our deep sympathy. We too 
miss him, as both teacher and friend. 


GAINESVILLE LEGAL INSTITUTE ARRANGED 


A two-day Legal Institute will be 
conducted at Gainesville on Friday and 
Saturday, March 21-22. 

The Legal Institutes Committee de- 
cided upon the dates when it held a 
meeting at Tampa. Baya M. Harrison, 
Jr., of St. Petersburg is the Committee 
chairman. 

The Institute is to be conducted by 
the Florida Bar in conjunction with the 


Bar Association of the Eighth Judicial 
Circuit and the College of Law of the 
University of Florida at the College of 
Law, University of Florida, Gainesville. 
The following sessions will be had: 
March 21st: 
2:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
8:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
March 22nd: 
8:30 p.m. to 12:30 p.m. 
2:30 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
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News 
and 


NOTES 


From 
LAWYERS’ TITLE GUARANTY FUND 


Phone 3-6444 


P. O. Box 2671 


Orlando, Florida 


During January members _ issued 
guarantees to 200 owners and 190 
mortgagees totaling $4,921,057.16. Ag- 
gregate contributions for the month 
were $9,715.38, $8,990.38 additional 
and $725.00 initial. Expenses for the 
month were $2,243.28. Net additions 
to Fund assets were $7,472.10. 


Firms Issuing Five or 

More Guarantees: 
Pleus, Edwards & Rush, Orlando, 92 
Dayton & Dayton, Dade City, 9 
Sutton & James, Fort Lauderdale, 5 
Shepard & Dykes, Cocoa, 5 
Saunders, Buckley & O’Connell, Fort 

Lauderdale, 5 


Individuals Issuing Three 
or More Guarantees: 
Edward H. Levin, Miami, 48 
Irving F. Kalback, Miami, 13 
William E. Hagearty, Miami Shores, 
5 
Garland W. Spencer, Sanford, 5 
Robert M. Curtis, Fort Lauderdale, 
4 
William F. Flacks, Hollywood, 4 
George H. Vincent, Miami, 4 
Sylvan Burdick, West Palm Beach, 3 
William D. Hixon, Naples, 3 
Sidney M. Lippman, Orlando, 3 


Largest Guarantees Issued: 

William D. Hixon, Naples, $304,500 

William D. Hixon, Naples, $285,000 

William D. Hixon, Naples, $263,000 

Nathanson, Oka & Spaet, Miami 
Beach, $260,000 

Padgett & Teasley, Miami, $150,000 

Nowlin & Adams, Delray Beach, 
$120,000 

Saunders, Buckley & O’Connell, 
Fort Lauderdale, $85,000 

Byrd & Whitley, Delray Beach, $85,- 
000 

James H. Walden, Dania, $83,000 

H. N. Roth, Orlando, $75,000 

Irving Firtel, Miami Beach, $57,500 

Englander & Hoffman, Miami 
Beach, $55,000 

William I. Brenner, Miami Beach, 
$50,000 


Members Issuing First Guarantees: 
Dexter S. French, Miami 
John A. Coughlin, North Miami 
Carroll W. Fussell, Bushnell 
David D. Phillips, Miami — 


New Members: 
Harry Lee, Sebring 
Kovner & Mannheimer, Miami Beach 
Ralph Matousek, Homestead 


SAFETY SERVICE 
VY 
INTEGRITY \ 
LAWYERS’ TITLE 
ARANTY 
qY SS 
FUND 
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Record Month 

The month of January established 
new records in total receipts for one 
month ($9,715.38), net additions to as- 
sets ($7,472.10) and number of guar- 
anties issued by a firm (92). 

The previous all-time high for poli- 
cies issued was set by Mr. John D. 
Shepard, Cocoa, who issued 72 guaran- 
ties in September, 1950. During Jan- 
uary the firm of Pleus, Edwards and 
Rush issued 92. 

Continued Progress 

The month of January shows that 
at least $10,000 monthly could and 
should be received by the Fund. Our 
goal must not stop there, but we 
should never fall below this. This will 
come about only through increased 
usage by each and every member. The 
many members who write Fund guar- 
anties on every title brought to them 
report greatly increased business 
through more satisfied clients. 

We (the lawyers of Florida) must 
look at our business from a more 
realistic viewpoint. A lawyer in a city 
where title companies have control 
recently examined a title for a $10,- 
000 owner policy and a $6,500 mort- 
gagee policy. The client paid the com- 
pany $124.50 for title insurance. The 
lawyer was paid $24.90 as his fee. 
Compare this with the basic 75% he 
would have retained had he written 
through the Fund. 

Just because your own local busi- 
ness is not strictly controlled now 


doesn’t mean it can’t and won’t be. 
The most effective and proper means 
to assure that your practice will re- 
main yours is to support the Fund and 
USE it at every turn. Don’t wait for 
your clients to ask for a Fund policy 
—SELL them one! 


WANTED 


Vol. 1—all issues; Vol. 2, Nos. 1, 3 
to 12; 


Vol. 3 Nos. 1 to 6, 8 to 12; 
Vol. 4 Nos. 1, 4, 5, 7, 9; 
Vol. 5 Nos. 2 to 12; 

Vol. 6 Nos. 1 to 8, 10 to 12; 
Vol. 7 Nos. 1 to 4, 6 to 9, 11, 12; 
Vol. 8 Nos. 2 to 4, 6 and 7; 
Vol. 9 No. 5; 

Vol. 10 No. 6; 

Vol. 11 No. 3; 

Vol. 18 No. 10; 

Vol. 23 Nos. 5, 6 and 7; 
Vol. 24 No. 6; 

Vol. 25 Nos. 8, 9 and 10. 


THE HARRISON COMPANY, 
Pryor and Hunter Streets, 
Atlanta 2, Ga. 


Hine’s Insuranee Counsel 


. Approved Directory of Insurance, Transportation, Aviation and 
Motor Carrier Attorneys 


44 years—serving the legal-claims officials of the Casualty and Surety Co.'s. 
Transportation Lines, Self Insurers and Motor Carriers 


References: Any member; The Ass’n. of Casualty & Surety Co’s. 


First National Bank Bldg. 
Chicago 3, Illinois 


Hine’s Legal Directory, Inc. 
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Declaratory Judgments 


New and Completely Revised Second Edition 


By: WALTER H. ANDERSON, LL.B. and LL.D. 
Member of the Bars of Tennessee, Idaho, California, 
Colorado and the Supreme Court of the United States 


The First Edition, published eleven years ago, was an authority on 
this important subject. In the meantime the subject has been 
extensively developed and expanded. 


The New Second Edition deals with the step by step Proceedings 
necessary to obtain a declaration of rights. There is presented 
a comprehensive treatment of how to file and prosecute an 
action for declaratory judgment, including proper manner of 
defense. 

To illustrate the value of the Declaratory Judgment form of pro- 
cedure, suggest you read: Willing v. Chicago Auditorium Asso- 
ciation case 227 U. S. 274,48 S. Ct. 507,72 Law Ed. 880 (1928), 
and the Washington- Detroit Theatre Co. v. Moore case 249 
Mich. 673,229 N. W. 618,68 ALR 105 (1930). 


The facts in the two cases are practically the same—the Wash- 
ington-Detroit Theatre Case was handled the Declaratory Judg- 
ment way to great advantage. 


Pocket Part Supplementation. 


Three Volumes, beautifully bound in 
Maroon Fabrikoid, $60.00 delivered 


Published and For Sale 


By 


THE HARRISON COMPANY 
“Law Book Publishers 


93 Hunter Street, S. W. : Atlanta, Georgia 


